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to encourage all of my colleagues, both Dem-
ocrat and Republican to support the establish-
ment of such a commission.

With the recent explosion in the number of
casinos across the country, concerns have
been raised about the effects of expanded
gambling Advocates of legalizing gambling
promise economic growth, jobs, and windfall
of tax revenues. However, we must also con-
sider the negative impacts which include regu-
latory costs, lost productivity and more impor-
tantly, the social costs.

This legislation would create a blue ribbon
panel charged with the duty of conducting a
comprehensive and objective study of gam-
bling in the United States. Negative impacts of
gambling on State and local economies, small
businesses and families can no longer be ig-
nored. Crime and social problems related to
gambling could add to already overburdened
criminal justice and social welfare systems.
This issue is of particular concern to myself
and my district because of largely unrestricted
Indian gaming and its impact on the commu-
nity. But this is more than a local issue. It is
an issue of National social and economic im-
portance.

Mr. Speaker, the States, local governments
and citizens need unbiased and factual infor-
mation about gambling. Gambling must be
carefully studied to provide citizens with all the
information they need when deciding whether
to allow legalized gambling in their commu-
nities. | strongly urge all of my colleagues to
support H.R. 497.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, | yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HYDE]
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 497, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, | ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks on H.R. 497, the bill
just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

REPORT OF INTERAGENCY ARCTIC
RESEARCH POLICY COMMITTEE—
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Science:

To the Congress of the United States:

As required by section 108(b) of Pub-
lic Law 98-373 (15 U.S.C. 4701(b)), 1
transmit herewith the Sixth Biennial

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Report of the Interagency Arctic Re-
search Policy Committee (February 1,
1994 to January 31, 1996).
WiLLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 5, 1996.

REPORT ON DEFERRAL AND PRO-
POSED RESCISSIONS OF BUDG-
ETARY  RESOURCES—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 104-
182)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the Congressional
Budget and Impoundment Control Act
of 1974, | herewith report one revised
deferral, totaling $91 million, and two
proposed rescissions of budgetary re-
sources, totaling $15 million.

The deferral affects the Department
of State U.S. emergency refugee and
migration assistance fund. The rescis-
sion proposals affect the Department of
Agriculture and the General Services
Administration.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HoOusE, March 5, 1996.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 1 p.m.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 36
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until approximately 1 p.m.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore. [Mr. ROGERS] at 1 p.m.

THE CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 1996

(Mr. FOLEY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, last year
the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights
subpoenaed members of the Florida
proposition 187 committee, a grassroots
organization interested in curbing ille-
gal immigration. The Commission
went so for as to subpoena all of the
group’s internal documents, including
reports, memos, and computer-gen-
erated printouts. In the words of one
housewife who was paid a visit by a
U.S. marshal, she felt intimidated and
harassed by the Commission and felt
like she was living in the land of the
Gestapo.
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By statute, the Commission is grant-
ed subpoena power to conduct fact-
finding hearings on discrimination and
racial tensions. But whose civil rights
are they protecting? It certainly does
not appear to be the rights of those
Floridians who were exercising their
constitutional rights of free speech and
free association.

Regardless of any individual’s per-
sonal beliefs or political associations,
no one should be subjected to this type
of intimidation by Federal agencies. It
is for this reason that | am introducing
the Civil Rights Commission Amend-
ments Act of 1996 to prevent further
fishing expeditions at the expense of
law-abiding citizens. The bill would
allow the Commission to subpoena only
government officials, or in cases where
a person’s right to vote has been vio-
lated.

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, and under a previous order of
the House, the following Members are
recognized for 5 minutes each.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. BILIRAKIS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. BILIRAKIS addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York [Mrs. MALONEY]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. MALONEY addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]

PROMOTING GREATER
EDUCATIONAL CHOICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. RIGGS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to focus on a very serious debate that
has been going on back here in Wash-
ington over the last several weeks. In
fact, it is a debate that reminds me,
the longer | serve in Congress, the
more convinced | become that Wash-
ington just does not get it.

Mr. Speaker, I am referring to the
fact that the District of Columbia ap-
propriations spending bill is now held
up in the other body under the threat
of a filibuster, and for one simple rea-
son. That is because Senate Democrats
are opposed to the notion of giving low-
income students, those students who
come from low-income families here in
the District of Columbia, educational
choice.

The House version of the District of
Columbia appropriations bill contains
language that appropriates funds for a
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